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I would commend " Bristolian's " letter to the attention

of our protective organizations, and would suggest that the
auestIon of suitable payment of hospital work should be
thought out in preparation for future contingencies.-
I am, etc.,
ifteter, May 4th. W. GORDON.

INVER3ION OF THE UtERUS.
Smi,-My attention has been called to Dr. Mclnerney's

letter in the BRITISH M1EDIAL JOURNAL Of the- 25th
ultimo.
In this letter he states that the Rotunda Hospital

teaches Its students that the best and safest course in the
third stage of labour is to wait for ten or fifteen minutes
before expressing the placenta.
"Rational Treatmen't" in this week's issue expresses his

amazement at thts. I am not surprlsed. Credd learned
in the Rotunda Hospltal that the uterus should express
the placenta without extraneous aid. This is its teaching
still. Botunda Hoapital Praotical -Midwifery, p. 6°, sets
forth: "The uterus may expel the placenta at once after
the birth of the chili in five, ten, thirty, or more minutes.
If it has not done so withln an hour, the case is from a
practical point of view abnormal."

" Rational Treatment's " amazement has doubtless been
shared by such past students of this institution as have
seen the statement referred to. Its inaccuracy is inex-
cusable in that it might have been easily avoided by a
reference to some of our authorltative publications.-
I am, etc.,

E. IASTINGS TWEEDY.
Dublin, May 2nd. Master, Rotunda Hospital.

THE CIROULANTION CLUB, EDINBURGH.
SIR,-In the interesting and sympathetic appreciation

of the late Dr. Underhill of Edinburgh which appeared
in the BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL Of May 2ad. the wtiter.
In referring to Dr. Underhill having been Pmaident of
the Edinburgh Harvelan Society, states that that Society
was originally known as the Circulation Club. Thus, I
think, is not quite correct, although the error, fcom an
association of ideas, ts a very natural one.
The Clrculation Club-like, I believe, the ,Eseulapian

Club-was founded by Dr. Andrew Duncan, senior, whoke
memory, as also that of his son, is still green among
Edinburgh men who take an interest in the history of
their professtonin that city. The Circulation Club
derived its name from the circulation of manuscripts (!)
among its rmembers, noi from any connexion with, the
circulation of the blood. This fact, as also.the Informa-
tion that the C rcolation Club was merged In the
Eseulaplan Club, not in the Harveian Soctety, I give
on the authority of the late Dr. Peel Ritchie, a reliable
source for such Information, and conveyed to me in
letters written In 1899.-I am, etc.,
London, W., May 3rd. ALEXANDER_MORISON.

THE ADMISSION OF WOMEN TO THE ROYAL
COLLEGE OF SURGEONS OF ENGILAND.

WE have received a farther letter, dated May 2nd, from
Dr. W. G. Dickinson, Becretary of the Society of Members
of the Royal College of Surgeons of England, in the course
of which'he says:

"Our complaint against the College Council to that
they Implied on their polling card that they had no
alternative but to proceed uader " the Medical Act
(Qualifications, 1876)..

The alternative to which Dr. Dickinson now points Is
that the Council should apply for a new charter.
We feel bound to point out that, there is an obvious

discrepancy between this ground of complaint and that
expressed in the concluding sentence of. Dr. Dickinson's
letter publtshed In the JouRNAL of April 25th, p. 1021-
namely, that " the Council on their polling card . .. sup-
pressed the fact that; there is no legal difficulty in
admitting [women] under the Charters on an equality
with men, and' with full collegiate rights."' We regret
that our columns should bave been ueed to give currency
to an allegation which, on Dr. Dickinson's own. shoiwing,
was not only misleading, but positlively erroneou.;

A CONTAMINAThD WATER SUPPLY.
THE action between Dr. J. C. Ferguspon and the Malvern
District Council reached the Court of Appeal on May 4th, and
the prooeedings ended in the judgement given in favour of
Dr. Fergueson In the Lzwer Court being set aside, the appeal
of the listrict Counoil being allowed with costs. At the
hearing before Mr. Justice Lawrence, a special jury awarded
Dr. Fergusson £7,500 damages and coste, his alaim being that
the local authorities bad permitted sewage to contaminate
water whioh he used for his hydropathic establishment, with
the result that a number of cases of typhoid fever oocurred
amoDgst its inhabitants, and that he had to pay heavy com-
pensation in respect of them. In the Appeal Court it was
argued that on the findings of the jury Mr. Justice Lawrance
ought to have entered judgement for the defendants.. The
water which caused the damage came from a well, and one of
the questions left to the jury wp8 whether the plaintiff,had
any proprietary right in the water flowing from tb'is well into
his tanks. The answer the jurv gave was, "No." Another
question was, " Had the plairisiff any lleence to use the waters
from the owners, who were the defendants ?" The answer to
this question was also, " No," and it was argued that In view
of these two answers no action could be maintained against
the defendants. On the other side, it was urged that the
defendants had been rightly held responsible, because it was
shown that the water in the well in question had been con-
taminated by percolage of sewage which oould have been pre-
vented by the defendants. On the conclusion of the rgu-
ments on either side, the Appeal Court held unanimously that
the defendants were entitled to judgement on the ground that
a man who toonk without licence water belongi'nt to another
had no right-of action against that other, even if It were con-
taminated by sewage, or rendered unfit for domestic purposes
from any cause wbatever. The appeal of 'the District Counoll
Was therefore allowed with costs.

THE RIGHT TO A NAME.
A CASE is reported in the Author for May which, in view of
the improper use sometimes made of names of medical men,
seems worthy of note. There were several points in the case,
but the only one that we need mention was as to the nom de
plume of the plaintiff, Mrs. Lauda. She contributed a column
or supolement to a periodlial under the name of "Aunt
Naomi " ; the proprietor dispensed wlth her servioes, but con-
tinued to nfe the' words "Conducted by &unt Waaoml" on
cards after ber dismiEsal. The case was heard before Mr.
Justice Eve, who held that the nom de plums belonged to the
platntiff, it constituted part of her stockin-trade as a writer,
anod it became identified with her name. His. lordship said:
"I am not dealing here with an alleged misuse of Mrs.
Lsuda's name as a private individual, but as an authoress and
journalist. The name In such a connexion constitutes part of
the owner's stock-in-trade, and Its use without' her authority
may inflict grievous harm and result in pecuniary less." He
added that the plaintiff was entitled to a declaration against
the defendant that " the right to print, publish, and use the
nom de ylumc ' Aunt Naomi! for all purposes belongs to the
plaintiff." _-

FEES FOR ATTENDING CONSULTATIONS.
RECENTLY the'county court judge for.North Lancashire,heard
a case in which Dr. R. H. Beardeley sued a lady 'for -the sum of
£80 17s. 6d. for medical attendance and medioines supplied.
The' plaintiff'stated that he had charged for ordinary visits
lOs., and for consultations 1 guinea plus the ordinary charge
of 10s. It appeared further that the defendant had stipulated
that the plaintiff should be at her house at 10.30 each morning.
His' Honour, in giViDg judgem'ent, said he considered from
the evidence given before him-indeed, there was no evidence
to the contrary-tbat 10s. a visit was a proper charge to make
for a person residing in a house like lHote Island, which wee
a mile and three-quarters from plaintiff's surgery, especially
when it was taken into account also that plalntiff was incon-
venienced In nQt being allowed to visit the patient at-any time.
He, did not consider that the degrees (L.R.C.P. and S.Ed.,
L.F.P.S.G.) held by Dr. Beardsley entitled him to charge for
medicines, and that part of the claim must come out. He
accepted the evidence of Dr. Carmichael that the proper oharge
for adootor tomake for consultationwith apbystcianwas double
the ordinary fee, which in tbis case was 20s. He tberefore
deducted from the account the amount charged for drugs and
the exoses charged for consultations, together amounting to
All 14s. 3d. As to. £5 5s., the defendant having pleaded the
Statute of Limitations, that had to go, making a total of
£16 19s. 3d. to be deducted. from the claim, leavinDg a balance
due 'to plaintiff of £63'18a. 6d. He considiered that £50 bad
already been paid, and wsnowr in the possession of plaintiff's
solicitor. He therefore gave judgement for-£13 18s. 6d.j with
costs upon the high'er or B {oale,' including costb of witnesses.


